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| Gve Up; This is Not
Real ly Quarterly

Even though we had the best
of intentions that this

publication will happen
quarterly, its becom ng obvious
that other work will pretty much

al ways pre-enpt the newsletter.
Even so, we're going to do what
we can to get a newsletter out as
of ten as possi bl e.

This time, the newsletter is
starting off with a pat on the
back for all installers.

I nci dents of groundwat er

contami nation fromoil and
gasol i ne are decreasing, and you
are helping. W've also stolen a
story of our own Dave MCaskill
who published and article in
LUSTLi ne (a newsletter of the New
Engl and Interstate Water
Pol [ uti on Control Comssion) on

t he val ues of secondary

contai nnent. Louis Fontaine of

t he Departnment of Environnental
Protection's (DEP) Bureau of Air
Quality Control will brief us on
changes in Maine's Stage | vapor
recovery requirenents.

And finally, we'll have sone
of our regular features. They
i ncl ude nmentions of updated
publications, a biography of
Board menber Wayne G fford

di scussi on of recent enforcenment
actions, and new training which
has becone avail abl e.

Mai ne' s UST Program Shows

Si gns of Wor ki ng

The graph bel ow depects the
nunmber of wells found to be
contaminated with oil between
1986 and 1992 in Maine. To
refresh your nenory, there are
three key dates in the Departnent
of Environnental Protection's
(DEP's) regul atory programthat
i nfl uence these nunbers: (1)

Mai ne' s UST regul ations first
went into effect in 1986; (2) the
first nmandatory renoval date for
non- conf orm ng tanks and pi pi ng
occured in 1989, and (3) the
second mandatory renoval date for
non- conf orm ng tanks and pi pi ng
occured in 1991.

Don't just read this as our
opportunity to brag; its also our
way of saying thanks. Such a
mar ked i ncrease in ground water
protection could not have
happened without the dedicated
and hard working efforts of the
certified tank installers. W're
sure your work will result in the
protection of our resources for
many years to cone.



NUMBER OF PRIVATE DRINKING WATER WELLS CONTAMINATED BY OIL FROM

LEAKING UNDERGROUND OIL STORAGE TANKS: 1986 - 1992

120+

No. Wells

91 92

Year
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| f you have any questions
of a technical or

regul atory nature that you
wi sh to have answered in
this newsletter, please
direct themto Ji mHynson,
Board of Under ground

St orage Tank Installers,
c/ o Mai ne Departnent of
Envi ronnental Protection,
State House Station 17,
Augusta, M 04333. O
call 207/ 289-2651.

.
[N
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Stage | Vapor Recovery
Requi renents Now Cover More

Facilities.

Over the past sumers,
concentrations of ozone exceeded
both state and federal standards
in the seven southern counties of
Mai ne. Results include heavy and
strained breathing by the elderly
and people with lung probl ens.
Children's lungs, growing rapidly
and sensitive to chemicals |ike
ozone, can al so be damaged.

Ozone is produced when
organi ¢ chemicals and petrol eum
products evaporate into the air
and react with oxygen and
sunlight. The chemicals that
produce ozone come from both
within the State of Mine and
fromupw nd states. The
chenmicals come fromindustries,
aut onobi | es, gasoline terninals
and service stations, and ot her
busi nesses that use petrol eum
products and vol atil e organic
conpounds.

The State of Maine requires
significant producers of ozone
precursors to reduce the
em ssi ons of these precursors in
an effort to eventually elimnate
the days in Maine when the air
quality is unhealthy. The |arger
gasol i ne service stations in
Mai ne , those with an annual
t hr ough- put greater than 250, 000
gal |l ons per year, have been
required to have and use Stage
vapor recovery systens since
1991. A few stations received an
extension for the installation of
vapor recovery to take advantage
of the underground tank renoval
schedul e, but none of these
ext ensi on go past Cctober 1
1994.

Mai ne regul ations that
control the rel ease of gasoline
vapors changed this sunmer. A
nunber of these changes wl|l
affect the installation of new
and replacenent gasoline storage
tanks and require the retro-
fitting of some existing tanks.
Begi nning on May 31, 1995, al
stationary gasoline storage
tanks, both above and under
ground, wll have to be equi pped
with a subnerged fill pipe (drop
tube) and stations with a nonthly
t hr ough- put greater than 10, 000
gallons will have to be equi pped
with and use Stage | vapor
recovery when receiving a
shi pnent of gasoline. Bulk
gasoline plants are al so required
to have vapor controls by May 31
1995. On this date, al
transfers of gasoline to and from
any bul k plant storage tank mnust
be done through a submerged fill.
Bul k plants with a storage tank
greater than 550 gallons or with
a average daily through-put
greater than 4,000 gallons for
any cal endar nonth nust be
equi pped with and use Stage
vapor recovery when transferring
gasoline fromboth i ncom ng and
out - goi ng trucks.

Vol 3, No. 1, August 1994, Page 3



The regul ati ons do not
require that the installers or
service stations owners foll ow
any set of standards for the
vapor recovery equi pnment but the
Depart ment recomends t hat
accepted industry standards such
as those fromthe Petrol eum
Equi pnent Institute be foll owed.
The regul ations do require that:

e the submerged fill pipes

extend to within six
i nches of the storage
tank bottom

e liquid fill connections

have vapor tight caps;
e back pressure in a tank
truck does not exceed 18
i nches of pressure or 6
i nches of vacuum and

e that pressure relief
val ves do not open
within this range of
pressure.

| have described only a small
portion of the new and revised
gasol i ne vapor control
regul ati ons. These regul ations
have nany nore requirenents for
gasol i ne station and bul k pl ant
owners and operators, and on
gasoline tank trucks. |If anyone
woul d I'ike a copy of these
regul ati on, contact the
Depart ment of Environnental
Protection's Bureau of Air
Quality Control at 287-2437.
Questi ons about the regul ations
can be directed to the
Department's regional offices in
Augusta (287-4867), Bangor (941-
4570), Portland (822-6300) and
Presque Isle (764-0477).

Loui s Fontai ne, Environnental

Specialist, Bureau of Air Quality

Control, Maine Departnent of
Envi ronnmental Protction, State
House Station 17, Augusta, M
04333.

CGhastly Tank Stories
That Wul d Have
Turned Cut
Differently Wth
Secondary Cont ai nnment
Fai l ures and Rel eases
at New UST

I nstallations

1-HE ORDEAL 1S

FI NALLY OVER  THOSE ol d
bare steel tanks have
been yanked out and
carted away. You'd
wat ched in horror while
hal f your property was
dug up and shipped off to
a secure landfill. T he
new tanks are single-
wal | ed cat hodically
protected steel, the
submer ged punps have line
| eak detectors, the pip-
ing is fiberglass, and
t he whol e systemis
nmoni tored by a picket
line of wells. Al you
have to do is check the
wells once a nonth and
have the | ocal tank
testing company pressure
test the lines once a
year. You're settling
back for another 20 years
of selling gas and
pl oddi ng through life's
nor e nundane probl ens
when. ..

In this installment of
"Tanks Down East" | would
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like to tell a few
strange but true stories
i nvol vi ng new USTs
installed after our
initial tank rules that
sinmply required | eak
detection, but prior to
our current rules that
requi re mandatory sec-
ondary contai nnent with
conti nuous nonitoring.

| often ask nyself,
while reflecting on the
vi rtues of secondary con-
tai nment, "how would a
new 'up to spec' tank
fail ?" There were the
early probl ens associ at ed
with fibergl ass
reinforced plastic (FRP)-
sone of the tanks were
cracki ng, especially
under the tank ends,
because of the |ack of
proper backfill support,
and sone experienced
di pstick damage at the
tank bottom under the
fill pipe. But, new tank
design, inproved
installation techniques,
and the addition of
striker plates have
virtually elimnated
t hese problens. Steel
tanks, on the other hand,
aren't as susceptible to
support problens. They
m ght fail because of
corrosi on caused by
i mproper installation or
a manufacturing defect.
But, here in Miine, we
did have a cathodically
protected steel tank fai

for no apparent
reason.

The Gash Story #1

The owner at this
facility got a conpl ai nt
froma customer who
after filling up his car,

hadn't even | eft the gas
stati on when his car
quit. It didn't take
long to figure out that
sonet hi ng was wong with
the gasoline. Sure
enough, when the USTs
wer e checked, one was
found to contain several
feet of water. Wen the
tank was renoved, we
found a 3 foot |ong
hairline split in a

wel ded seam al ong t he
bottom third of the tank.
There was no evi dence of
i mproper installation
and the installer assured
us that the tank had been
properly air/soap tested
above grade prior to
installation,

The tank manuf acturer
was ki nd enough to doubl e
t he owner's nobney back
(in the formof a double
wal | ed tank), but the
j obber had to pay for
extensive soil renoval
and free product
recovery. Six years
|ater, the problemis
still there and a | ong-
term gr oundwat er
extraction system has
been installed. Then
there are the | egal
ram fications-the owner
sues the installer/jobber
who in turn sues the tank
manuf act ur er.

Asimlar failure
occurred sonewhere el se
in New England. It also
i nvol ved a cat hodically
protected steel tank;
again, there was no
apparent reason for the
failure. The noral of
this story is, things
happen, but you don't
need to have a cata-
strophic failure. A
doubl e-wal | ed tank woul d
have provi ded nore
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structural protection
and, if nmonitored
properly, could have
detected the | eak | ong
bef ore sonmeone's aut o-
nobi | e gas tank did.

Wap Those Rascal s,
Story #2

One day ny inspection
partner and | got the
urge to skip a neeting
and head out to | ook at
sone newy installed UST
systens. We targeted a
conveni ence store/gas
stati on where the UST
system had been repl aced
about 4 nonths earlier.
The system consi sted of
singl e-wal | ed FRP tanks
and pi ping with subrerged
punp delivery.

This type of
pressurized piping system
has a punp |l ocated in the
tank; product is forced
up through the piping
into the dispenser. EPA
rules require that, in
addition to the 0.2 gph
| eak detection
requi renent for tanks and
pi pi ng, pressurized punps
be equi pped with a |line
| eak detector that
noni tors for gross |eaks,
greater than 3 gall ons
per hour. This "gross"
| eak detection require-
ment was i nposed on
pressurized piping
systens because, under
pressure, they can
rel ease a | ot product
over a short time. Thus,
when the line |eak
detector senses a |arge
| eak, it greatly reduces
the flow of product to
the nozzle. The custoner
then conpl ains and the
operator is, thereby,

alerted to the possible
| eak.

As part of our
i nspection we, of course,
| ooked for the hne | eak
detector, which is
| ocated on the punp
mani fold which is in turn
nount ed on top of the
tank. To access these
mani fol ds, one nust | ook
into a manhol e pit which
is often guarded by
i mpossi bly heavy netal
covers that nust be
pai nst aki ngly pried open
t hrough the precise
mani pul ation of two
screwdrivers. (Thank-
fully, new nmanhol e cover
desi gns incl ude user-
friendly Iifting han-
dles.)

| popped the top on
one manhole at this site
and was greeted by a
heady whi ff of BTEX
conpounds. There is
usual |y sone residua
soil contamination in
these pits fromroutine
mai nt enance, but this
odor was beyond resi dual
| told my conpanion that
we had a problem here and
suggest ed that he check
the nonitoring wells.
They happened to have
sone here even though
they weren't required for
this site.

Each of the 4 wells
surroundi ng the tanks had
a 3- to 4-inch layer of
product on top of the
groundwater. As a
customer started to fil
up at this punp, product
cane squirting out of the
punp nanffol d-just |ike
one of those "super
soakers"-right before our
eyes. A nai ntenance
person was di spatched
and, upon inspection,
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found that the gasket in
the "functional element"”
was torn and had caused
the |l eak. Five hundred
gal l ons of product was
punped fromthese

noni toring (tuned
recovery) wells. This
facility was not doing
proper inventory control
so the | eak woul d have
continued for a long tine
ff ny partner and

hadn't been nysteriously
drawn to the site.

The nmoral of this
story is that line |eak
detectors nonitor for
| eaks downstreamin the
pi pi ng, but they don't
detect | eaks upstreamin
the manifold itself.
Thi s conponent of the
pressurized piping system
is not protected against
gross | eaks as intended
by the federal UST rule -
- an oversi ght of the
rule I would say. It
seens to me that
secondary contai nnent is
the only technically
feasi ble way to achieve
conpl ete | eak detection
on a subnersible punmp
mani f ol d.

Story #3

A station operator
called our field response
of fice one day to report
that his daily inventory
showed a | oss of 1,200
gal l ons over the course
of 3 days. Upon
i nvestigation, we opened
t he submerged punp nan-
hol es and found | eakage
around sone of the line
| eak detector top bolts,
along with a | ot of
contam nated soil. (A few
years ago there was a run
of faulty line |eak

detectors that were
springi ng | eaks around
the top bolts.) This tine
the daily inventory did
its job -- sort of -- but
there was still a |ot of
gasoline to clean up.

The noral of the story is
that it's really

i mportant to keep good
daily inventory records,
but secondary contai nment
wi th continuous

noni tori ng woul d have
really hel ped mninize

t he danages.

Story #4

W had anot her
situation where the
station owner had the
presence of mnd (and the
nmoney) to install sec-
ondary cont ai nnent when
it wasn't even required.
He al so nade a practice
of visually checking his
subnerged punp
cont ai nnment sunps even
t hough they were equi pped
wi th continuous | eak
detection (i.e., float
switches). This float
switch would [fft up if
there was an inflow of
liquid and activate an
alarm During one of his
nmont hly i nspections he
found sone 5 gall ons of
gasoline in the piping
sunmp. It was anot her
faulty hne | eak detector
bolt. The fine |eak
det ect or was | eaking
around the top bolts and
the float switch in the
sunmp had jamred so that
the al arm coul dn't
activate.

This is a scary
story, because the owner
had secondary contai nment
with [ eak detection and
things still went wong.
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Life isn't always per-
fect. The heart-warn ng
part of the story is that
because of the owner's
consci enti ous eyebal | and
i nvestment in secondary
cont ai nnent, he was
spared t he heartbreak of
a cleanup. The noral to
stories 2, 3, and 4 is
don't have subnersible
punp nanffol ds in an open
manhol e pit-wap those
rascals up in a liquid-
tight container with | eak
det ecti on AND perform
peri odi ¢ visual checks.

Down the Wong Pipe
Story #5

My last ghastly
story is a commentary on
both strange behavi or and
the notion of using
nonitoring wells as a
| eak detection nethod.
Most UST regul ators have
had at | east one incident
where a UST nonitoring
wel | was topped off with
product. There were two
such cases in Mine,
where, in each case
approxi nately 1, 600
gal l ons of fuel oil was
punped into the wells --
atribute to the per-
meability of the nice
granul ar backfill used in
the tank excavati on.

Now, with proper
| abel i ng these traumatic
ordeal s coul d have been
avoi ded. To meke sure
that the right product is
put in the right place,
the Anerican Petrol eum
Institute (API)
established a fill port
code system conprised of
colors and synbols; a
black triangle is the
synbol for nmonitoring
wel I's. That synbol and
t he words
-Moni tori ng/ Gbservation
Well Do Not Filr should
be stanped on the well
cover and the cap.

But fill port
codes asi de, the whole
idea of installing a
direct conduit (a
nonitoring well) into the
groundwater in the very
area where product is
routi nely handl ed and
likely to spill is
sonewhat paradoxical. (If
only they'd had secondary
contai nment with
conti nuous nonitoring
instead.) Unless a well
is properly seal ed,
spillage can easily find
its way right into the
noni toring well.
Bentonite (a nodified
expansi ve clay) and
concrete are oenerally
used to seal wells from
surface contam nants.
However, nost of the
bentonite seals that |
have seen around UST
observation wel I s have
been i nproperly conpacted
and hydrated. The end
result kind of |ooks |like
soneone | ost his or her
oat neal breakf ast.

So, keep in nmnd,
creepy things do happen
in the hidden world of
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USTs-not all that often-
but it only has to happen
once at your site to nmke
you wonder how you coul d
have avoi ded the probl em
per haps by taki ng nothing
for granted, not even
that brand new UST
installation.

W David MCaskil

, Assi st ant Engi neer,

Mai ne Departnent of

Envi ronnental Protection
Reprinted from LUSTLi ne,
Bulletin 19. Tanks Down
East is a regular feature
of LUSTLI ne.

Al nost New Publ i cations

The | ast year saw many of the
publications used in the Board's
study packets revised. Wile
many of themw || have to ordered
directly fromtheir source, we
thought it a good idea to bring
you up to date on what the newest
versions are.

The National Fire Protection
Associ ation (NFPA) revised a
nunmber of their docunents in the
| ast year or two. NFPA 30
(Flamabl e and Conbusti bl e
Li qui ds Code) and NFPA 30A
(Aut onptive and Marine Service
Station Code) were both revised
in 1993. In addition, both codes

al ong with NFPA 395 (Standard for

the Storage of Flanmmbl e and
Conbustible Liquids on Farns and
| sol ated Construction Projects)
are conpiled into one book
published in 1993, Flamuable and
Conbusti bl e Liquids Code
Handbook. NFPA 31 (Installation
of G 1 Burning Equipnment) and

NFPA 329 (Handling Underground
Rel eases of Fl ammabl e and

Conbusti bl e Liquids) were both

revised in 1992. A catal og of
publications can be obtai ned from
NFPA at 1 Batterymarch Park, P.O
Box 9101, Quincy, MA 02269-9904;
1- 800/ 344- 3555. Publications can
al so be ordered fromthis

address. Al NFPA publications
nmust be purchased.

The Pet r ol eum Equi pnent
Institute's (PElI) standard,
Reconmended Practices for
Installation of Underground
Liquid Storage Systens
(PElI/ RP100) was recently updated
in 1994. The docunment can be
ordered (at cost) fromthe
Pet r ol eum Equi pnent Institute,
P. O Box 2380, Tulsa, OK 74101;
918/ 494-9696.

Bot h Onens- Corni ng' s and
Smith Fiberglass's installation
i nstructions have been updated
since the study packets were
prepared. These docunments shoul d
be available fromthe petrol eum
equi pnment supplier where you
purchase those brands of tanks
and pi pi ng.

.. Enforcenent
Upd
|| ||I|II|| ||| FOFl)JI’ ac-etnfeorcenent

cases were resol ved
since our |ast newsletter. The
first involved nmotor fuel tanks
at a marina on the coast. Water
continued to leak into the system
at every abnormally high tide and
concentrated in the nanway sunps.
The water in the manway sunps set
off the facility's leak detection
system and resulted in the owner
conplaining to the Board in
August of 1992. The installer
was generally anmenable to fixing
t he problem wi t hout escal ation of
enf orcenent action. However,
several attenpts at the repair
wer e unsuccessful and schedul i ng
probl ens between the installer
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and the owner were encountered.
But finally, last My, the
installer did get on the site and
found the real problemin the

out er contai nnent of the piping
and repaired the facility. The
Board di sm ssed further action as
a result of the repair being
conpl et ed

A second case invol ved the
installation of an unregistered
fuel oil tank. This matter was
resol ved with a Consent Agreenent
in which proper registration
materials were filed. Givi
penalties were wai ved, since the
installation occurred at a point
in tinme when Departnent of
Envi ronnental Protection (DEP)
staffing for the registration
programwas in transition, and
t hus DEP coul d not denonstrate
the formwas not received.

The third case involved an
installer who let his certificate
expire and did not have
sufficient continuing education
to be recertified. The installer
subsequently requested to be
reinstated. Through a Consent
Agreenment, the Board agreed to a
probationary reinstatenent with
paynent of a $10 late fee and a
$250 civil penalty. The
probation condition set was the
installer had to make up the
nm ssing continuing educati on
within sex (6) nonths.

Last but not |east was the
case of a marketing and
distribution facility which was
experiencing a problem of water
entering the tank and causing
custoners' vehicles to stop
running. Problens at this
facility, installed in 1989, had
been ongoing for at |least two (2)
years. After not having the
matter successfully repaired by
the original installer, the owner
contacted another installer to
attenpt a repair. Upon
excavation of the piping, the
second installer found a nunber
of problens and contacted DEP and

subsequently the Board's staff.
After a hearing, the Board found
the first installer guilty of a
nunber of violations: (1)
failure to be present for nmuch of
the original installation, (2)
failure to protect flexible
connectors fromcorrosion, (3)
failure to renmove tenporary
supports from piping, (4) failure
to provide a test station for

cat hodi ¢ protection nonitoring,

(5) failure to install "Stage I"
vapor recovery, (6) failure to
provide overfill protection, (7)

failure to air test the tank
prior to it being placed in the
ground, (8) failure to soap
joints during the course of the
pi pi ng test (chem cal heat packs
were found fused to the joints
upon excavation, making it

i mpossible to soap the joints
during the air test), (9)

al l owi ng uncertified enployees to
attenpt an initial repair in the
spring of 1993, and (10)
acconplishing the repair in My
of 1993 without registering the
work. The Board issued civi
penalties to this installer of
$250 per violation (a total of
$2500), restricted his
certificate to fuel oil, and
further conditioned his
certificate such that it is no

| onger renewabl e.

Board Bi o:
Gfford
Wayne G fford was appointed
t he Board of Underground Storage
Tank Installers in Septenber

Wayne J.
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1993. He is conpleting a term
that ends in Decenber 1994 (and
we hope he'll agree to stay on)
and represents the Maine Q|
Deal er' s Associ ation on the
Board.

Born in Farnmington, his
famly relocated fromWIlton to
Augusta, then to Manchester in
1955. He was educated at Kents
Hill School, Cass of '66 and
Wesl eyan University, d ass of
' 70.

Wayne joined the fanily
heating oi|l business, WADLElI GH S,
INC., in 1972, after fulfilling a
two year nilitary obligation. He
presently serves WADLEIGH S as
Vi ce President overseeing retai
heati ng/ heating oil operations,

i ncluding their UST Division

In addition to his
appoi ntnent to the Board of
Underground G| Tank Installers,
Wayne has twi ce served as
President of the Tri-Cty Fue
Deal ers Association and is a past
nmenber of the Maine G| Dealers'
Associ ation (MODA) Education
Commi tt ee.

Fat her of three grown
children, he resides in Readfield
with his wife, Lynda. Together
t hey enjoy skiing, boating, golf,
and gardeni ng.

Trai ning Opportunities

Since the |l ast newsletter,

the Board accredited or renewed
the credit of the follow ng
cour ses:

0 An OSHA 8 hour refresher
hel d at Sout hern Mi ne
Techni cal Col |l ege on
March 11, 1994 was
accredited for 3 hours.

O Afield instruction of
the installation of

"Enviroflex" piping
(Total Containment) was
accredited for two (2)
hours. The instruction
i s schedul ed on an
installation by
installation basis and
i s being coordi nated by
CGoul d Equi prent .

Contact Richard or Ben
Tuttle at Gould

Equi pnent, 17 Haskel
Avenue, South Portl and,
ME 04106. Tel ephones
are 207/767-2151

(1 ocal), 800/834-6853
(Toll Free, ME), and
800/ 852- 0062 (Toll Free,
NH and VT.).

A self study course in
Veeder - Root UST
Moni t ori ng Systens,
coordi nated by Goul d
Equi pnent Conpany, was
accredited for two (2)
hours. Contact Richard
or Ben Tuttle at Gould
Equi pnent, 17 Haskel
Avenue, South Portl and,
ME 04106. Tel ephones
are 207/767-2151

(1 ocal), 800/834-6853
(Toll Free, ME), and
800/ 852- 0062 (Toll Free,
NH and VT.).

Dead River G| Conpany
was granted two (2)
hour s BUSTI
accreditation for an
OSHA safety training
refresher arranged

t hrough Safety
Conmmmuni cat i ons Cor p.
Webber O | Conpany was
grant ed BUSTI
accreditation for

of fering OSHA safety
training to its

enpl oyees. The 40 hour
and 24 hour courses will
be accredited for eight
(8) hours, while the

ei ght (8) hour refresher
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training is accredited
for two (2) hours.
0 Several installers
obt ai ned two (2) hours
credit on June 17, 1994
for attending a field
denmonstration of the
installation of "Poly
Pi pi ng" (Advanced
Pol ymer Technol ogy) .
During the course of its
consi deration of accreditation,
t he Board decided to change its
policy of allowing three (3)
hours for an OSHA safety training
refresher. The Board decided to

State of Muaine

BOARD OF UNDERGROUND
STORAGE TANK | NSTALLERS
Station #17

reduce the allowable credit to
two (2) hours. Their reasoning
was that those courses are
al ready required by OSHA and t hat
the Board wanted to ensure sone
time was left to instruct
installers in the technica
aspects of their work.

In addition to courses
approved by the Board, a nunber
of other educationa
opportunities are available. The
Board's rules allowinstaller to
apply for credit for education
when the course sponsors do not.

0 The Coll ege of

Engi neering, University
of W sconsin, Mdison
(432 North Lake St.,
Madi son, W, 53706;

800/ 462-0876) conti nues
to offer courses in
safety, cathodic
protection decision, and
under ground 1iquid
storage system
installation. All
courses involve fees.

0 The Col orado School of

M nes offers a four day
course entitled

Under ground St orage Tank
Technol ogy and
Managenment at a cost of
$650. Contact CSM

O fice of Continuing
Education, O fice of
speci al Prograns and
Conti nui ng Education
(SPACE), Col orado Schoo
of M nes, Colden, CO
80401; 303/273-3321.
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